IRISH POOR REMOVAL (JOHN MALLEY). 
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COPY of all Correspondence between the Board of Guardians of the 
Galway Union, Ireland, the Poor Law Commissioners, Ireland, the Board 
of Supervision, Scotland, and the Authorities of the Dumbarton Board of 
Guardians, Scotland, on the subject of the Removal of John Malley and 
Family to Galway. 



— No. l. — 

Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of Galway 
Union, 24th August 1870. 

The master reported that Anne Mailley and four children were conveyed from 
Dumbarton to this workhouse on the 19th instant, by John M‘Kay, who pro- 
duced a certificate from the master of the Belfast Workhouse that the husband, 
John Mailley, absconded from that workhouse, while being provisionally lodged 
there, on his way to this union under the removal warrant. Order clerk to com- 
municate the facts to the Poor Law Commissioners, and to apply for a copy of 
depositions in the case. 



Documents forwarded to the Commissioners by the Clerk of the Union, in pursuance of 
the above Minute. 

(a) — W arrant of Removal. 

To John M‘Koy, Inspector of Poor for the Parish of Dumbarton, and Officer appointed by 
the Parochial Board of the said Parish to make the within Application. 

To the Guardians of the (Union or Parish) of Galway. 

Order for Removal to Ireland. 

Dumbarton, 12 August 1870. 

I, W. C. Steele, Esquire, Advocate, Sheriff Substitute of the county of Dumbarton, 
having considered the foregoing petition and certificate, and declaration of the said John 
Mailley, presently residing at Dumbarton ; and having examined into the state of the health 
of the said John Mailley, Ann Gordon, or Mailley, his wife, Festus, Catherine, John, and 
Anne, his children, whom I have examined ; find that the said John Mailley is of the 
reputed age of 00 years ; that the said Ann Gordon, or Mailley, is of the reputed age of 40 
years ; tl.at lire said children are of the reputed ages of 10 8, 4, and 1 years respechve y; 
had that the said Jolm Mailley was bom in Galway, and that the said John Mailley has 
not acquired and retained a settlement In Scotland; And that the said person would not 
suffer bodily or mental injury by being removed as herein ordered; therefore X do hereby 
order the said Mailley, who Inis' become, and is now, actually -chargeable to the parish i of 
Dunrhnrton, to ho removed, with Ann Gordon Mailley, h,s wife, and fool ■ ch, rtdren Festus 
Catherine, John, and Ann, and conveyed to, and delivered safely a , the workhouse at 
Galway, Ireland • and I do order yon, the said John M'Kay, Inspector ot Poor, Dumbarton, 
to cause the said persons to be so safely conveyed and dehveiecL.^^ Steele. 



GO— Heads of Inquiry and Replies relating to the Removal of rf^W^kliou ^ 
four Children, from Dumbarton, Scotland, to the Galway Union Wo.klxouse. 

1. Date of warrant or copy ? — 12th August 1870. 

2. Date of embarkation?— 17tli August 1870. 

3. Name of port at which embarkation took place? Gieenock. 

4. Flow sent.; as a deck passenger or otherwise? Deck passenger. 

5. When end .by whom delivered at the workhouse l-lMh August 1810, by Jolm 

M ' K »y- 9 . How 
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„ How long is it sinoe the pauper left Ireland ?-Sis«ee„ years. 

, Where was the panper horn in Ireland (giving, if possrble the name of the parish and 
4e name if the townfandl’-Fine, pamh of Chfden, oounty Gaiwaj. 

8 What was the pauper's last residence in Ireland (giving, rf possible, the name of the 
parish and the name of the towntand) 1-Same place (No. 7). 

9. How tong had the pauper resided in such place before leav.ng Ireland ’-Prom 
birth. 

10 Where was the panper residing in Scotland when he became chargeable (give the 
name of the uZn, Jhlso of the parish or townsh.p, rf possible) ?- 179, H.gh-street, 
Dumbarton. 

■ ll. How long had he resided there ?— Four years. 

lo If less than three years, give as accurately as possible the particulars of previous 
residence for at least three years, stating m all cases, if possible, the name of the union and 
of the parish or township.* 



( c ) — S tatement of Anne Mailley. 

Galway Union. 

Re Removal of John Mailley, Wife, and four Children, from Dumbarton, Scotland, to 
Galway Workhouse. 



Statement of Anne Mailley, wife of John Malley. 

That she and her husband were born in the neighbourhood of Clifden, and resided there 
up to the time of leaving for Scotland, about 1G years since; that they got married in 
Scotland, and that all their children have been born there. 

That about two months past her husband became ill from mental alienation, and was 
taken into the workhouse at Dumbarton, and kept there one week, when he was discharged 
as cured ; that he was out of the workhouse only one day when his mental disease assumed 
a violent form, and that lie was, in consequence, arrested by the police, and sent again to 
the Dumbarton workhouse, where he was kept up to the time of his removal. 

That on the 16th instant a messenger came to her from Mr. M ‘Kay, Inspector of the 
Poor, to say that he wished to see her; that accordingly she went to Mr. M‘Kny, who told 
her that her husband was to be removed next day to Ireland, and that she might, it she 
chose, go to the workhouse, and bring her children to take leave of him. 

That she proceeded to the workhouse in so hurried a manner that she took from a woman 
of her acquaintance, whom she met in the street, a shawl to cover her. 

That on lier arrival at the workhouse she was shown into a room, where, after waiting 
some time, the governor told her that she could not see her husband that night, and should 
remain until morning ; that she unavailingly remonstrated against the hardship to herself 
and the children against lier forcible detention and unprepared separation from her house 
and belongings ; and that she was locked up for the night, which was pitiably spent from 
the distress of the children at the separation from home. 

That on the next morning (17th), on getting outside the workhouse gate, on her refusal 
to enter, she was forcibly thrust into a car by a policeman, and conveyed away from her 
home against her will, with her husband and children. 

That on the night of the J 7th instant, the family were lodged in the workhouse of the 
Belfast Union ; that no notice was given of her husband being suffering from mental aber- 
ration, and that on the morning of the 18th he was missing ; and that on account of his 
mental condition, she is much troubled for his safety. 

That when unsuspectingly induced to pay the farewell visit to her husband at the Dum- 
barton workhouse, she was in occupation of a house for which she paid G l. a year rent, with 
taxes ; had six lodgers paying each 3 s. per fortnight ; that the weekly washing for her 
own family and her lodgers was in progress, including some of the ordinary clothing of her 
children ; food for the family in preparation ; that every tie, of house, home, industry, and 
worldly prospect was thus at once violently disrupted, not a moment allowed or oppor- 
tunity permitted of even asking a friend to take charge of her house, clothing, bedding, tec., 
of which she knows not what has become; that, notwithstanding her husband’s illness, she 
would be fully be able to maintain herself and children by her own industry. 

Thai she protested against being left in Galway, where she knows nobody, and has no 
friends to assist or interest themselves about her. 

Thomas Stack, Clerk of Union. 

25 August 1870. 



* John Mailley was not delivered at the Galway Workhouse. The officer having charge of the removal 
t0 1)6 fr01 ? 1 the ma3tei ' of the Belfast Workhouse, certifying tiwtJ oh mJO) 
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— No. 2. — 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, _ _ 26 August 1870. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland acknowledge receipt of the warrant and of replies to the usual heads of 
inquiry, relating to the removal of John Mailley, his wife, and four children from 
Dumbarton, together with a copy of the statement made by Anne Mailley upon 
her arrival at the workhouse of the Galway Union ; and the Commissioners 
request that you will he good enough to furnish them with a copy of the letter 
from the master of the Belfast Workhouse, which you state was produced by the 
removing officer. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

To the Clerk, Galway Union. B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 



— No. 3. — 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Clerk of Belfast Union. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 26 August 1870. 

The Commissioners for administering the Laws lor Relief* of the Poor in 
Ireland desire to inform the Board of Guardians of Belfast Union that they have 
received from the Guardians of the Galway Union a warrant addressed to them 
for the removal of John Mailley, his wife, and children from Dumbarton, with 
particulars, from which it appears that the family were admitted into the Belfast 
Workhouse on arrival there, and that John Mailley, who is described as a lunatic, 
absconded. . 

The Commissioners will be obliged by receiving any information which the 
Board of Guardians may possess as to llie case. 

The Commissioners will also be glad to bo informed whether the police have 
been acquainted of the circumstance that John Mailley has absconded, and 
whether anything has been since heard of him. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

To the Clerk, Belfast Union. B - Bmks > Chief Clel ' 1 ‘- 



— No. 4. 



Report from Dr. Brodie, Poor Law Inspector, to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen Galway, 26 August 1870. 

On vi siting 4c Galway Workhouse this day, the clerk of the union . drew my 
attention to the circumstances of a ease of removal from Scotland, wlnoh ca 
under the consideration of the Board of Guardians on We ne y o'state- 
has, lie informed me, forwarded a copy of the warrant, together with a 
ment made to him by Anne Mailley, wife of John Mailley, name ^ 

Lest the woman should leave the workhouse, I deemed 1 herewith, 
facts from her in the form of a deposition, which I beg to forward herewi . 

I have, &c. 

n , . _ . . T. Brodie . 

Io the Poor Law Commissioners, 

Custom House, Dublin. 



2 



70 . 



a 3 
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Deposition of Anne Mailley, enclosed in foregoing Report. 
Galway Union. 



Anne Mailley, being duly sworn, saith — I and my husband, John Mailley, were bora 
in the neighbourhood of Clifden, in the county of Galway, and always resided there up to 
ihe time of leaving for Scotland, about 16 years since. We were married in Scotland, and 
all our children, six in number, were born there. About two months since my husband 
became ill ; his mind was affected. He was taken into the workhouse ai Dumbarton, and 
remained there one week, when he was discharged cuied. Afier being out of the work- 
house but one day, his mind became violently affected, and he was arrested by the police 
and sent again to the. workhouse. On the i 6th of the present month a messenger came to 
me from Mr. M'Kay, to say that he wished to see me. I went to him, and he told me 
that my husband was to be removed next day to Ireland, and that I might go to the work- 
house and bring my children to take leave of him. I immediately proceeded to the work- 
house, and after waiting lor some lime, the governor said 1 could not see my husband that 
night, and that I should remain until next morning. I was locked into the room during 
the niuht notwithstanding my protest and explanation of the circumstances under which I 
left rny house. On the morning of the 17lh I was forcibly put on a car by a policeman 
and brought away against my will, together with my husband and four children. On he 
night of the same day we arrived in Belfast, and were brought to the workhouse \jy 
Mr. lM'Kay, and lodged there. Next morning my husband was missing, and, on account 
of his mental slate, I feel very anxious about his safety. On the 19th, Mr. M'Kay 
delivered me and my children at the workhouse of the Galway Union. I complained of 
being left here where 1 know nobody, and have no friends to assist me. At the time of 
my forcible removal from Dumbarton, I was for four years in occupation of a house, for 
which I paid 7 1 . rent and taxes. I had six lodgers paying each three shillings a fortnight. 
The weekly washing for my own family and lodgers was in progress, and food for the 
evening meal in preparation. No opportunity was permitted me of asking any person t<> 
take charge of my house, clothing, bedding, 8u\, and I do not know what has become of 
them. Had I been allowed to remain in Dumbarton, I could have supported myself and 
•children. 



her 

Avne + Mailley, 
mark. 



Sworn and acknowledged before me this 2Gth August 1070. 

T. Brodie, Poor Law Inspector. 



— No. 5. — 

Letter from the Clerk of Galway Union to the Commissioners. 

Gentlemen, Galway, 31 August 1870. 

I have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated 26th 
instant, No. 21,969, 1870, requesting to be furnished with a copy of the letter 
from the master of the Belfast workhouse, produced by the removing officer 
relating to the case of John Mailley, recently removed from Dumbarton ; and to 
state in reply, that the removing officer did not leave the letter. He staled that 
it was necessary for him to produce it at Dumbarton. 

I beg to enclose a copy of the depositions upon which the order of removal 
was grounded. 

I have, &c. 

Thomas Stack, 

the Poor Law Commissioners. Clerk of Union. 



Copy of Depositions enclosed in foregoing Letter, No. 8. 

At Dumbarton, the 12th day of August 1870, in presence of William Cunninghame 
w.teele, Usq., Advocate, Sheriff Substitute of Dumbartonshire, compeared die said John 
JMaulp.y, who being solemnly sworn and examined, d, pones as follows, viz. 

1 was born m county Galway, in Ireland, at a place called Loughmore. I left Ireland 
16 years ago and came to the village of Renton, Dumbartonshire, and there I got married, 
u mg , t T W0 , }' earsm th e place, and I remained there for another year, being three 
« ,°S . er - * dien went to Greenock, where l remained for some time. I hud had 

a child bom in Renton, but none after I removed to Greenock. I then came to Dumbarton, 
r,™ m r “ 1 . WeDt , 5° R ' nt °" « “cond time, but I cannot state how long I remained 
as ;° r r some tlme 1 •'<"'= been unable to remember things : all which I depone to be 
truth, and I cannot write. & 

(signed) IT. C. Steele. 

Compeared 
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Compeared Donald. Campbell, roadman, Renton, who being solemnly sworn and ex- 
amined, depones as follows, viz. : — 

I, at one time, bad a bouse at Renton let to John Mailley, and I find him in my books 
for grocery goods, which I sold at that time, from March 18G4 to April 1867, and during 
the whole of that prioJ he was tenant of my house already referred to; all which I depone 
to be truth, as I shall answer to God. 

(signed) Donald Campbell. 

W. C. Steele. 

Compeared Duncan Shaw, clerk, residing at Dumbarton, who, being solemnly sworn and 
examined, depones the said John Mailley is one of the tenants of a house managed by Mr. 
Brown, to whom I am clerk, from Whit-Sunday 1867 to the present time; all which 1 
depone to be truth, as 1 ahull answer to God. 

(signed) Duncan Shaw. 

W. C. Steele. 

Compeared James M‘ Loan, Governor of the Dumbarton Combination Poorhou&e, who, 
bein''- solemnly sworn and examined, depones llmt the said John Mailley has been an 
inmate of said poorhousc from 4 ill August current, and still is an inmate, as a pauper of 
the Dumbarton Parish; all which I depone to be truth, as 1 shall answer to God. 

(signed) James M'Lean. 

JV. C. Steele. 



— No. G. — 

Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of Belfast 
Uniou, 30th August 1870. 

That the following particulars relating to John Mailley and family, who were 
admitted into this workhouse on til© 17th instant, be forwarded to the Poor Law 
Commissioners, in reply to their letter, No. 21,909, dated 26th instant: — 

John Mailley, aged 4(5 years, married, labourer, Roman Catholic. 

Anne Mailley, aged 40 years, his wife, Roman Catholic. 

Festus Mailley, aged 10 years, their child, Roman Catholic. 

Catherine Mailley, aged (5 years, their child, Roman Catholic. 

John Mailley, aged 4 years, their child, Roman Catholic. 

Anne Mailley, agod 1 2 mouths, their child, Roman Catholic. 

The above-mentioned arrived here, en route to Galway, and were received by 
Mr. Watt, the master of the workhouse, on the 17th instant, at the request of 
two removing officers from Dumbarton, who stated they would refund the Board 
any expense incurred by accommodating the party for the night. On the fol- 
lowing morning, after the officers had obtained a discharge in the master’s office 
for Mailley and his family, and whilst a car was being prepared for their removal, 
the man, John Mailley, effected his escape. 

The officers consulted with Mr. Watt, and he advised them t.o communicate 
with the constabulary, and request a watch to be had on all the railway stations, 
as well as on the Scotch boats in the evening, which he has reason to believe 
was strictly carried out. 

Mailley was described to the master simply as a “labourer;” had he been 
described as a “ lunatic” ho should have had him placed in the lunatic ward 
until all had been ready for his removal. The warrant did not come under the 
master’s notice, nor did he ask for it, as the family were not to remain here. 



— No. 7. — 

Extract from Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians of Galway 
Union, 7th September 1870. 

A. letter from Mrs. King, of Dumbarton, to Annie Maillie, lately removed 
thence to this union, was laid before the Board ; and, with reference thereto, the 
following resolution was proposed by Mr. George Morris, seconded by Mr. 
Bernard O’Flahertv, and passed unanimously : — 

Resolved “The Board consider the case of the forcible removal of Anne 
Mailley and four children from Dumbarton Union requires the special attention 
2 7o. a 4 of 
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of the Poor Law Commissioners ; and we, as a board, are of opinion a very 
exceptional course should be taken by us in order to preserve to this woman her 
house anti property at Dumbarton. A letter from Mrs King, m Dumbarton, to 
Mrs Mailley being read to-day, a copy is ordered to be sent to the Poor Law 
Commissioners, and we resolve to expend a sum ot 4 /. to allow her to return to 
Dumbarton, which, under the peculiar circumstances ot this case, we feel war- 
ranted in doing.” 



Copy of Mrs. King's Letter, forwarded with Minutes to Commissioners. 

(Copy.) 

Dear Mrs Mealy. Dumbarton, 27 August 1870. 

I RECEIVED vour letter on Monday, anil Martin Durkin and me are looking after the 
house since you left, and all you left m the house when you left is all right, and that three 
of the men left, and three are in the house. There are different people are looking alter the 
house and Martin Durkin paid a mouth’s rent last Saturday for fear that any person would 
eetit’- and that if you don’t be over before another fortnight die rest of the men will leave, 
and J have not let Bridget to school since you left, tiying to keep the men in the house; 
and l would have written to you before this, only I did not know where to write to; and 
my sister’s death did not grieve me as much as you and John Mealy lias done ; and I was 
lying when I received your letter, and 1 trust you will be over next week. 

No more at present; but remain, . 

Your affectionate fnend, 

Mrs. King. 



— No. 8. — 

Letter from the Commissioners to His Excellency tlie Lord Lieutenant. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 

Sir, 12 September 1870. 

The Commissioners for administering tlie Laws for Relief of the Poor in 
Ireland transmit to you herewith, for the information of their Excellencies the 
Lords Justices, a copy of correspondence with the Board of Guardians of the 
Galway Union on the subject of the removal of Anne Mailley and her four 
children from Dumbarton to the workhouse of the Galway Union. 

The information before the Commissioners does not enable them to satisfy 
themselves whether John Mailley, the head of the family, was legally removable 
from Scotland or not ; but, assuming that he was removable, there appears by 
the correspondence to have been so much irregularity ancl hardship in the 
removal of the family, that the Commissioners feel it their duty to bring the 
matter under the notice of their Excellencies. 

In the first place, it appears that the family, if removable, ought to have been 
sent to the Clifden Union, and not to the Galway Union. The only evidence 
produced by the removing authorities on this point, when applying for the 
warrant, was that of Mailley himself, a lunatic, who stated in his evidence that 
for some time past he had “been unable to remember tilings;” and even his 
evidence is insufficient to support the removal to Galway Union, his statement 
being that he “ was born in county Galway, in Ireland, at a place called Lough- 
more;” Loughmore being, in fact, in the Clilden Union. 

It is to be observed, also, that Anne Mailley and her children do not appear 
to have become chargeable in Scotland, and that the husband alone was in receipt 
of relief, in consequence of having become deranged, he having been arrested by 
the police, and sent to the workhouse. Anne Mailley appears to have been 
earning an independent livelihood for herself and her children, and states that 
she could have continued to do so had she been allowed to remain at Dumbarton. 

The warrant of removal is dated tlie 12th August, but Anne Mailley does not 
appear to have been aware that it had been obtained until some days after that 
date. Her account of the transaction is as follows : — 

c< Dn the 16th of the present month (August), a messenger came to me from 
Mr. M‘Kay to say that lie wished to see me. I went to him, and lie told me 
that my husband was to he removed next day to Ireland, and that I might go to 
the workhouse and bring my children to take leave of him. I immediately pro- 
ceeded 
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ceedecl to the workhouse, and, after waiting for some time, the Governor said I 
could not see my husband that night, and that I should remain until next 
morning. I was locked into the room during the night, notwithstanding my 
protest, and explanation of the circumstances under which I left my house. On 
the morning of the 17th, I was forcibly put on a car by a policeman, and brought 
away against my will, together with my husband and four children.” 

A further irregularity is found in the fact of the continuance of the removal of 
the family after the head of the family had escaped from the custody of the 
removing officer. It will be seen that, when the party arrived in Belfast, on 
their way from Dumbarton to Galway, the removing officer obtained accommoda- 
tion for the family in the workhouse of Belfast Union, and that on the following 
morning, after the family had received their discharge, and while the removing 
officer was preparing to continue the journey, John Mailley contrived to effect 
his escape, an deltas not since been heard of ; and the Commissioners submit that 
the removing officer had no authority to proceed with the removal of the 
dependent members of the family without the head of the family, for whose 
removal the warrant was granted, and that he ought to have conducted them 



hack to Dumbarton. 

The Board of Guardians of Galway Union propose to defray from the rates 
the cost of sending the woman and her children back to Dumbarton ; but the 
Commissioners have felt bound to point out to them that there is no legal 
authority for their doing so. The guardians, however, have, in the opinion of 
the Commissioners, just grounds of complaint that their union should thus be 
unjustly and illegally burthened with the support of the family ; but the Com- 
missioners are not aware that, in the existing state of the law, there are any 
means of redress, and the only course open to them is to submit the facts of the 
case to their Excellencies, in order that, should it be deemed fit, the attention of 
the Scotch Poor Law authorities may be drawn to the irregularities complained 
of; and also, as affording another illustration of the necessity of an alteration ot 
the law relating to the removal of Irish horn poor from England and Scotland to 

Ireland. , . . 

By order of the Commissioners, 

To T. I-I. Burke, Esq,, Dublin Castle. B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



— No. 9. — 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
gj r 12 September 1870. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of tkePoor in Ireland 
have had before them a isolation of the Board of Guardians of Galway Union 
at their meeting on the 7th inst., relative to the case of a woman named 1 A 
Mailley, and her four children, recently removed from Dumbarton 

in which the guardians, in consideration of the peeuhar mreu^U^ of to 

case, propose to allow Anne Mailley a sum of 4/., to enable her tore urn w th 
her children to Dumbarton, where it appears she has a house and some property, 
and from whence it is stated she was forcibly removed j and m reference thereto 
the Commissioners desire to state that they concur with tin = 
case is one of great hardship and irregularity, but tea 

application of the rates in the manner proposed. j notice of 

The Commissioners have brought all the facts of 
their Excellencies the Lords Justices, in order that, if the 
fit, the attention of the Scotch Poor Law authorities may 
laities complained of ; and also, as affording another 

of an alteration in tho law relating to the removal of Irish bom pool from England 

and Scotland to Ireland. . n . _ ra 

By order of the Con—em^ 



To the Clerk of Galway Union. 
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— No. 10 . — 



Letter from the Home Office to his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant (referred' 
to the Commissioners from the Chief Secretary’s Office). 

Sir, Whitehall, 30 November 1870. 

Referring to your letter of the 13th instant, I am directed by Mr. Secretary 
Bruce to transmit to you herewith, to he laid before the Irish Government, a 
report, and the accompanying papers, from the Board of Supervision for the 
Relief of the Poor in Scotland, upon the complaint of the Irish Poor Law Board, 
respecting the removal of Ann Mailley and her four children from Dumbarton 
to the workhouse of the Galway Union. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) A. F.O. Liddell. 

T. H. Burke, Esq. 



— No. 



11 . — 



Report from the Board of Supervision, enclosed in foregoing Letter. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 
^Sir, 26 November 1870. 

With reference to your letter of the 17th September last, transmitting, for a 
report by the Board of Supervision, copy of a communication, with its enclosures, 
from the Irish Government, respecting the removal of Ann Mailley and her four 
children from Dumbarton to the workhouse of the Galway Union, I am directed 
by the Board to submit the following report for (he information of Mr. Secretary 
Bruce. 

Upon receipt of your letter of the 17th September, the Board called upon the 
inspector of poor of Dumbarton for an explanation of the circumstances under 
which the removal of Ann Mailley had taken place, and I am to transmit here- 
with a copy of their correspondence with that officer. 

The Board have now carefully considered the communication from the Irish 
Government, along with the inspector of Dumbarton’s statements, and they are 
of opinion that, with the exception of the order of removal being directed to the 
wrong union (to be afterwards adverted to), the Irish Poor Law authorities have 
no valid ground of complaint. 

It appears that the information upon which the Irish Poor Law authorities 
proceeded was in several important respects incorrect. 

1. ^ John Mailley was not a “lunatic,” it having been ascertained after eight 
days observation of him by the medical officer in the Dumbarton Combination 
Poorhouse, for the very purpose of determining the question of his sanity, that 
there was “ nothing wrong with him mentally.” 

2 . It is inaccurate, both in law and in fact, to state that Ann Mailley (the- 
wife) and her children had not become chargeable in Scotland. When a hus- 
band becomes chargeable, it is unquestionably the law that his wife and children, 
as Ins dependents, are removable as well as himself. But in point of fact, in the 
present instance, Ann Mailley was in receipt of 3 5 . per week of out-door relief 
for herself and her children from the date of John Mailley’s admission to the 
poorhouse, until her removal to Ireland. 

* Mailley had been removed to Ireland without his wife and children, 
the Irish Poor Law authorities might have more justly complained; and no 
doubt they would have complained that, in the forcible separation of the male 
pauper from his family, there was “ much irregularity and hardship.” 

3. The ability of Ann Mailley to have earned an independent livelihood for 
herself and her children in Scotland is, in the circumstances of the case, irrele- 
vant to the present question, hut the statement made by her in Ireland on that 
subject is contradicted by the fact that she was actually in receipt of out-door 
relief up to the date of her removal, while it also appears that when she left 

Scotland. 
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Scotland she owed one month’s rent of her house, the furniture in which was not 
worth more than 5 s. 



4. The circumstances attending the detention of Ann Mailiey and her children 
in the Dumbarton Poorhouse, during the night immediately preceding the 
removal, were not truly stated by her to the Irish Poor Law authorities ; upon 
this subject the Board think it sufficient to refer to the statements in the inspector 
of Dumbarton’s letter, accompanying this report. The 78th section of the Act 
8 & 9 Viet. c. 83, confers the power of detention upon, the inspector of poor, 
to whom the warrant was directed ; and the use of that power in the present 
case seems to have been reasonable and judicious. 

5. The escape of John Mailiey, at Belfast, was not attributable to carelessness 
or other fault on the part of the removing officer. It was effected while he was 
in the custody or under the charge of the Belfast workhouse authorities, with 
whom the blame, if there be any, must rest. 



6. With regard to the continuance of the removal of Ann Mailiey and her 
• children after the escape of John Mailiey, the Board are of opinion that it was 
neither irregular nor ultra vires of the removing officer. The order of the sheriff 
required the removal of Ann Mailiey and her children, as well as of John 
Mailiey, from Dumbarton to Galway Workhouse, and it may be doubted whether 
the removing officer would have been acting legally if he had conducted them 
from Belfast back to Dumbarton. 

It appears, however, that the order of removal was wrongly directed to Galway 
'Union instead of Clifden Union, in consequence of John Mailiey having deponed 
that he “ was born in county Galway, at a place called Loughmore,” and the 
sheriff who granted the order having supposed that Loughmore was also in the 
Galway Union. The Board regret that this mistake should have occurred, but 
they do not think that either they themselves or the parochial authorities of 
Dumbarton can be fairly held accountable for it. The Scotch Poor Law authori- 
ties have no interest or desire to remove Irish-born paupers to any place in 
Ireland, except to that place to which they are legally removable ; but owing to 
the difficulty in many cases of ascertaining in Scotland the exact limits of the 
Irish unions, and of fixing upon the union in which any given townland or small 
holding in Ireland (the birth-place or last residence of the pauper) is situated, it 
is often far from easy to comply with the provisions of the 4th section of the Act 
25 & 26 Viet. c. 113, without the risk of occasional error. 

In October 1869, the Board issued printed forms to be used by inspectors ot 
poor in Scotland in the removal of poor persons to England and Ireland, calcu- 
lated to prevent, as far as possible, the occurrence of such mistakes as that ot 
which the Irish Poor Law Commissioners now complain ; and they recommended 
that, in cases of doubt, inquiries as to the union in which a place is situated should 
be addressed to the Poor Law Board when the pauper was an Englishman, and to 
the Irish Poor Law Commissioners when the pauper was an Irishman. _ 

But in December 1869, when the inspector of poor of Edinburgh, in compli- 
ance with the Board’s recommendation,- requested information from the irisn 
Poor Law Commissioners as to the unions in which certain places m Ire and 
were situated, the Commissioners altogether declined to furnish it. subse- 
quently the Board of Supervision endeavoured, without success, to induce the 
Irish Poor Law Commissioners to alter their determination with a view to abate 
the recurrence of what the Irish Boards of Guardians had represented to be a 
hardship upon them, and to aid the Scotch Poor Law authorities imthe due 
administration of the law. The Irish Commissioners, however, ^formed t 
Board in January 1870, that parochial boards might ascertain the proper ^um 
in Ireland to which removals should be directed by consulting analP h abeticaL 
return of townlands, and the unions in which they are situate, published as pa 
of the Irish Census Report of 1861,” or “The House 
of the Session of 1864 ” And the Board, in February 870, 
formation to the Scotch parochial authorities with an mtaoa&on that- tt e doeu 
ments referred to had been procured by them, and might be peiused m the ott.ee 

° f TheB^fd have only to add, upon this subject that the document^ above- 
mentioned, to which the Irish Commissioners referie authorities 
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authorities for their guidance, do not appear to show that any townland, parish, 
or "barony, named “ Loughmore,” is situated in the Clifden Union. 

The Board, in conclusion, desire to call the attention of Mr. Secretary Bruee 
to the conduct of the guardians of the Galway Union in sending Mrs. Mailley 
and her four children back to Dumbarton after their removal to Ireland. The 
Irish Poor Law Commissioners, in their letter to Mr. Burke, of the 12th Septem- 
ber 1870, state that they had felt bound to point out to the guardiaus that there 
was no legal authority for their doing so. But it appears, from the inspector of 
poor of Dumbarton’s letter, of the 3rd October, a copy of which is herewith 
enclosed, that the woman and her children were, nevertheless, sent back by the 
guardians. 

I am, &c. 

To the Hon. A. F. 0. Liddell, (signed) John Skelton , 

Heme Office, Whitehall, London. Secretary. 

P. S . — I return herewith the copy tetter of the Irish Poor Law Commissioners, 
and relative enclosures, which you transmitted with your letter of the 17th 
September. 

J. S. 



Enclosures in foregoing Report, No. II. 

(a .) — Lettbr from the Board of Supervision to the Inspector of the Poor, Dumbarton. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Sir, 23 September 1870. 

I JiM directed by the Board of Supervision to transmit to you, for any observations you 
may have to offer, the accompanying copy of a letter from the Poor Law Commissioners, 
Dublin, to the Irish Goverumenl, and relative enclosures, which have been forwarded to 
this office from the Home Office, respecting the removal of Ann Mailley and her four chil- 
dren from Dumbarton to the Galway Union Workhouse. 

Along with these observations, you will transmit to me a copy of the petition and pro- 
ceedings for removal, and any further information you may have to give. 

You will, at the same time, be good enough to return to me the copy correspondence 
herewith sent. 

I am, &c. 

Mr. M‘Kay, Inspector of Poor, (signed) William Millar, 

Dumbarton. for Secretary. 



(5.) — Copy of Letter from the Inspector of the Poor to the Board of Supervision. 

Parochial Board Office, Dumbarton, 

Sir, ^ 27 September 1870. 

I am duly favoured with your letter of the 23rd current, with copy letter from the Poor 
Law Commissioners, Dublin, to the Irish Government, and relative enclosures, respecting 
the removal of Ann Mailley and her four children from Dumbarton to the Galway Union 
Workhouse ; and respectfully send you the following narrative of the proceedings connected 
with the removal of Mailley and family. 

On 2,1st of July last, John Mailley, a labourer, was apprehended by the police upon a 
complaint by his wife, alleging that he had assaulted her. As he showed symptoms of 
dourness or stubbornness in the police office, it was considered advisable to send him to the 
poorhouse, to give the medical officer an opportunity of considering whether there was any- 
thing mentally wrong with him; but, after being there eight days, the medical officer dis- 
missed him on 29th July, finding nothing wrong with him mentally, but of very irritating 
and violent temper, and very jealous of his wife’s faithfulness to him, and charging her with 
being on too intimate terms with one of her lodgers. On 4th August again he had another 
quarrel with his wife, and I then again took him into the poorhouse, as he was not what 
could be called an able-bodied man, and his wife and family were receiving 3 s. a week 
irom the 21st of July till they were removed to Ireland on the 17th of August. 

^he 12th of August I presented a petition to the sheriff for the removal of John 
Mailley, Ins wife, and four children to Ireland. (Copy petition and warrant herewith sent.) 
1 lie .sheriff, not knowing where Loughmore was, except that it was in county Galway, 
granted the warrant on Galway Workhouse, in terms of the power conferred on him by 
Section 2 of the Act 25 8c 26 Viet. c. 113. 

On the 16th of August, having the warrant of removal in my possession, and being in- 
formed, . on good authority, that a strong resistance was to be made by a number of low- 
class Irish in the immediate neighbourhood against Mrs. Mailley’s removal, I instructed the 

Governor 
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Governor of the poorbouse to detain herself and children in the poorhouse when there, as 
they were all to be removed next morning, her furniture being not worth more ihan about 
5 s., and a month’s rent to pay, per letter from factor’s clerk, a copy of which is appended. 
She had no inducement to go back to her home, as the factor would claim the furniture for 
the rent; and was thus enabled to remove her quietly without any disturbance. 

On the 17th of August I removed the family to Belfast, but could not get a train to 
Galway till nine o’clock the following morning. The master of the Belfast Workhouse 
kindly agreed to keep them for me all night, for which I paid him, per copy receipt appen- 
ded. On going to the workhouse next morning to remove the Mailleys, it was found that 
John Mailley had made his escape by climbing over the walls, so that on my arrival at the 
union, Mailley could not be produced. I then left Mail ley’s wife and family in the work- 
house, and caused a search to be made everywhere for him, but without avail. He was too 
anxious to be freed from his wife to have remained within reach when he got his liberty. 
On the morning of the 19th, I pi'oceeded to Galway with Mailley’s wife and four children, 
their removal there being specially mentioned in the warrant. I left them there in good 



condition and in sound health. 

The whole proceedings had been regularly gone about, and the removal effected strictly 
in terms of the Poor Law Amendment Act (Scotland), 8 & 9 Viet. c. 83, and the Act 
25 & 26 Viet. c. 113. I had no control over the man escaping from the Belfast Work- 
house. 

The Poor Law Commissioners seem to be under, the impression that Mailley’s wife and 
children were not chargeable to the parish here. This- is a mistake. She was in receipt of 
3 s. a week from the date of her husband going first to the poorhouse (21st July), to the date 
of her removal to Ireland ; and she represented herself very ill off, with four children to 
support, and only two lodgers to depend on. She is of that class that will not want relief 
if it is at all to be got. 

The Commissioners say that John Mailley escaped from the removing officer. He escaped 
from the custody of the officials of the Belfast Workhouse. The removing officer did not 
see John Mailley from the time he left him at the workhouse on the evening of the 17th of 
August ; and all the information that the master and the removing officer could obtain was, 
that he was seen climbing over the wall about seven o’clock next morning. In fact, little or 
no information could be got about him, only that he was not to be got when the removing 
officer called, after eight o’clock, to remove him. 

The Commissioners also say, “ that the removing officer had no authority to proceed with 
the removal of the dependent members of the family without the head of the family, for 
whose removal the warrant was granted, and that he ought to have conducted them back to 
Dumbarton.” , , „ 

You will observe that warrant was for the removal of each individual of the family, as 
well as the head. . • „ 

I do not see where the Irish authorities have any ground of complaint whatever respecting 

the removal of Ann Mailley and her four children. _ , , 

I hope the explanation I have now given will be found satisfactory to the Board ot 
Supervision. , , 

I herewith return the Commissioners’ letters and copy correspondence. 

I also send you the original letters and account referred to in the Appendix, which please 
return after you peruse it. 



John Skelton, Esq., Secretary, 
Board of Supervision. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) John M'Kay, Inspector. 



Copy of Account from Master of Belfast Union Workhouse referred to. 
Mr. M £ Kay to Poor Law Guardians. 

To maintenance of seven paupers in the Belfast Workhouse for two nights, 7 s. 

Paid. . 

(signed) 



19 August 1870. ^ ^ a ft' 

Copy of Letter from Factor’s Clerk (Factor being dead) referred to. 

Dumbarton, 27 September 1870. 

Dear Sir John Mailley. . . , 

Your note to hand-. . I am quite certain that the furniture left in Mailley’s house would 
not realise more than 5 5. He was due one month’s rent on the 15th August. 



Mr. M‘Kay, Inspector of Poor. 



Yours truly, 

(signed) Dn. Shaw , Clerk to Factor. 
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(c.) — Copy of further Letter from the Board of Supervision to the Inspector of the Poor, 
Dumbarton. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

Sir, 3 October 1870. 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated the 27th ultimo, with its enclo- 
sures. I have to call your attention to a portion of the statement of the Irish Poor Law 
Commissioners, founded upon the deposition of (Ann) Mailley, viz. : — “ On the 16th of the 
present month (August) a messeuger came to me from Mr. M‘Kay, to say that he wished to 
see me. I went to him, and he told me that my husband was to be removed next day to 
Ireland, and that I might go to the workhouse and bring my children to take leave of him. 
I immediately proceeded to the workhouse, and after waiting for some time, the Governor 
said I could not see ray husband that night, and that I should remain until next morning. 
I was locked into the room during the night, notwithstanding my protest and explanation of 
the circumstances under which I left my house.” 

Regarding the above statement you make no observation or explanation, and I have to 
request that you will, without delay, inform me whether it is accurate, and, if not, in what 
respect it is inaccurate. 

I am, &c. 

(signed) William Millar , for Secretary. 



(d.) — C opt of Letter from the Inspector of the Poor, Dumbarton, to the Board of 
Supervision. 

Office of the Parochial Board, Dumbarton, 
Sir, 4 October 1870. 

I am duly favoured with your letter of the 3rd current, and in answer beg to state that 
Mrs. Ann Mailley’s statement is correct this far, that on the 16th of August I sent for her 
and informed her that her husband was to be removed to Ireland the following day, and 
told her to go out to the poorhouse, “ not to take leave of him,” but that they 'might 
arrange anything they had to arrange before their removal; immediately after having this 
meeting with her, our ex-chairman, Mr. M'Neil, merchant, Dumbarton, informed me that 
he learned that a strong effort was to be made to prevent Mrs. Mailley being removed by a 
number of the other Irish in her neighbourhood. On learning this, and being possessed of 
the warrant for their removal, and considering that the 88th section of the Poor Law Amend- 
ment Act gave me the power of detaining her in custody, and to prevent disturbance, I 
detained herself and children in the poorhouse, as stated in my letter of the 27th ultimo. 

Mrs. Mailley knew perfectly well that herself and children were to be removed along 
with her husband, as is clearly shown from the preparations made by her neighbours to pre- 
vent her being removed. I hope this explanation will be found satisfactory. 

I am, &c. 

John Skelton, Esq., (signed) John M‘Kay, Inspector. 

Secretary, Board of Supervision, Edinburgh. 



(*•) — Further Letter from the Inspector of the Poor, Dumbarton, to the Board of 
Supervision. 



Office of the Parochial Board, Dumbarton, 
S,r » 3 October 1870. 

1 am requested by the parochial board of this parish to complain to the Board of 
Supervision ot the conduct of the guardians of the Galway Workhouse in Ireland in send- 
ing back to Dumbarton Mrs. Ann Mailley with her four children, who had been removed to 
their workhouse on 19th August last, under warrant of the Sheriff of Dumbartonshire, 
and that whilst the Irish Poor Law Commissioners had informed lhem that to do so would 
be illegal. 

It is very hard that Scotch parishes, after bearing the heavy expenses of sending Irish 
paupers to their destination, should have them thus returned within a few days of their being 
left in their workhouses to swell our already too heavy roll of Irish paupers. 



John Skelton, Esq., 

Secretary, Board of Supervision, Edinburgh. 



I am, &c. 

(signed) John M‘Kay, Inspector. 
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— Copy of Petition and Warrant in the removal of John Mailley and Family 
to Ireland. 



Unto the Honourable the Sheriff of the County of Dumbarton, or his Substitute. 

The Petition and Complaint of John M‘Kay, Inspector of the Poor for the Parish 
of Dumbarton, 

Humby showeth, 

That, by Statute 8 & 9 Viet. c. 83, intituled “An Act for the Amendment and better 
Administration of the Laws relating to the Relief of the Poor in Scotland,” it is enacted, 
Section 77, “ That if any poor person born in England, Ireland, or the Isle of Man, and 
not having acquired a settlement in any parish or combination in Scotlaud, shall be in the 
course of receiving parochial relief in any parish or combination in Scotland, then and in 
such case it shall be lawful for the sheriff or any two justices of the peace of the county in 
which such parish or any portion thereof is situate, and they are hereby authorised and 
required, upon complaint made by the inspector of the poor or other officer appointed by 
the parochial board of such parish or combination, that such poor person has become 
chargeable to such parish or combination by himself or his family, to cause such person to 
be brought before them, and to examine such person or any witness, on oath, touching the 
place 0 ° the birth or last legal settlement of such person, and to take such other evidence 
or other measures as mav by them be deemed necessary for ascertaining whether he has- 
gained any settlement in Scotland ; and if it shall be found by such sheriff or justices that 
the person so brought before them was born either in England or Ireland, or the Isle of 
Man, and has not gained any settlement in Scotland, and has actually become chargeable 
to the complaining parish or combination by himself or family, then such sheriff or justices 
shall, and they are hereby empowered, by an order of removal under their hands, which 
order may be drawn up in the form of the Schedule (A.) hereunto annexed, to cause such 
poor person, his wife and such of his children as may not have gained a settlement in 
Scotland, to be removed by sea or land, and at the expense of the complaining parish, to 
England or Ireland, or the Isle of Man respectively, according as such poor person shall 
belong to England, Ireland, or tbe Isle of Man: Provided always, that no person shall be 
so removed until there has been obtained a certificate, on soul and conscience, by 
a regular medical practitioner, setting forth that the health of such person, his wire 
and children as aforesaid, is such as to admit of such removal: Provided also, 
that nothing herein contained shall prevent any parochial board or their inspector 
from making arrangements for the due and proper removal of such poor persons 
either by land or water, provided the arrangement be made with the consent of such 
poor persons themselves.” , , . „ , T 

And that, by Statute 10 & 11 Viet. c. 33, intituled “ An Act to to Amend the Laws 
relating to the Removal of Poor Persons from England and Scotland, it is enacted, 
Section 2. “ That it shall be lawful for any inspector of the poor, or other officer appointed 
by the parochial board of any parish or combination in Scotland, to take and convey befoie 
the sheriff or any two justices of the peace of the county in which the parish or 
tion for which such inspector or officer acts, or any portion thereof is 
previous complaint or warrant in that behalf, every poor person who shall be m the course 
if receiving parochial relief in any parish or combination in Scotland, and who, he maj 
have reason to believe, is liable to be removed from Scotland under the secondly recited 
Act 18 Sc 9 Viet c 83, s. 77; and the sheriff or justices before whom any such persons 
shall be so brought" shall make such examination, and proceed in the , '" a “ e 

respects as if such persons had been brought before him or them under and in the same 

Vic. c.118, further provision was made in reference to the 
removal 2f paupers from Scotland to England and Ireland : and, in P ar ‘ ,c " la '- f 8 '* ° hffie 
and 4 thereof provide what shall be set forth m the warrant oF removal, and 

sections reference is now made. _ fWnhination Poor— 

That John Mailley, labourer, now or lately residing at Dumbarton C^bumt ° r( f chial 

house, was bom in county Galway, Ireland, an is in ie j ldS not acquired a 

relief from the parish of Dumbarton, although the said John M \lj * ^ QQt q retained 

settlement in any parish or combination in Scotia , > \ nn Gordon or Mailley, 

such settlement: That the said John Ma. ley has aged l, 

and four children, whose names aie as follow, v z. . » " , j oec j a settlement in 

John, aged 4; and Anne, aged 1 year respectively who have : not ^ ^ ^ 

Scotland; and that the said John Mailley ias a " ? me necessary to remove the said 
parish of Dumbarton, in consequence of which it has become necessa.y 
pauper to Galway, Ireland, where he was bora. reputed age of the said 

That the reputed age of the said John Mailley is b° y ’ * ]jj H children are as 

Ann Gordon or Mailley, his wife, is 40 

follows: — Festus, 10; Cathenne, 6 ; John, 4 , an » an ^ cons ider what is before set 

May it therefore please your Lordship . admitted by the said John 

forth, to see the said John Mailley; and, it being jriw* f Scutes, that the said 
Mailley, or otherwise proved in the manner piescu ^ cau i re d, or if acquired, has not 
John Mailley was born in Galway, Ireland, and has not acquired, q ret ained 
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retained a settlement in any parish in Scotland, and that the said John Mailley lias actually 
become chargeable to the said parish of Dumbarton, and that the health of the said John 
Mailley, Ann Gordon or Mailley, his wife, and Festus, Catherine, John, and Anne, his 
children, is such that they would not suffer bodily or menial injury by their removal, to 
grant the necessary order for their removal to the workhouse at Galway, Ireland, accord- 
ingly ; or to do otherwise in the premises as your Lordship may see cause, all in terms of 
the foresaid Acts of Parliament. 

According to justice, &c. 

(signed) John M'Kay , 

Dumbarton, 12 August 1870. Inspector of Poor. 



Certificate by a regular Medical Practitioner. 

I HEREBY solemnly declare, on soul and conscience, that the health of John Mailley, 
Ann Gordon or Mailley, his wife, Festus, Catherine, John and Anne, his children afore- 
said, is such as to admit of their removal, as above craved, either by land or water. 

(signed) B. M. Richard, Surgeon, l.r.p.s.g. 

Dated 12 August 1870. 



At Dumbarton, the twelfth day of August, eighteen hundred and seventy years: — 

In presence of William Cunninghame Steele, Esq., advocate, Sheriff-Substitute of Dum- 
bartonshire, compeared the said John Mailley, who, being solemnly sworn and examined, 
depones as follows, viz. : I was bom in county Galway, in Ireland, at a place called Lough- 
more. I left Ireland sixteen years ago, and came to the village of Renton, Dumbartonshire, 
and there I got married, after having been two years in the place, and I remained there for 
another year, being three years altogether. I then went to Greenock, where I remained 
for some time. I had had a child bom in Renton, but none after I removed to Greenock. 
I then came to Dumbarton, and from whence I went to Renton a second time. But I 
cannot state how long I remained there, as for some time I have been unable to remember 
things. All which I depone to be truth; and I cannot write. 

(signed) JV. C. Steele. 



Compeared, Donald Campbell, roadman, Renton, who, being solemnly sworn and 
examined, depones as follows, viz. : I at one time had a house at Renton, let to John 
Mailley; and find him in my books for grocery goods, which I sold at that time, from 
March 1864 to April 1867; and during the whole of that period he was tenant of my house 
already referred to. All which I depone to be truth, as I shall answer to God. 

(signed) W. C. Steele. 

Donald Campbell. 



Compeared, Duncan Shaw, clerk, residing in Dumbarton, who, being solemnly sworn 
and examined, depones the said John Mailley is one of the tenants of a house managed by 
Mr. Brown, to whom I am clerk, from. Whit-S unday 1867, to the present time. All which 
I depone to be truth, as I shall answer to God. 

(signed) Duncan Shaui. 

W. C. Steele. 



Compeared, James M’Lean, Governor of the Dumbarton Combination Poorhouse, who, 
being solemnly sworn and examined, depones that the said John Mailley has been an 
inmate of the Dumbarton Combination Poorhouse, from 4th August current, and still is an 
inmate, as a pauper of the Dumbarton parish. All which I depone to be truth, as I shall 
answer to God. 

(signed) James M‘Lean. 

W. C. Steele. 



To John M'Kay, Inspector of Poor for the Parish of Dumbarton, and Officer appointed 
by the Parochial Board of said parish, to make the within application. 

To the Guardians of the Union or Parish of Galway. 

Order for Removal to Ireland. 

t w n a . , r- • j x o, Dumbarton, 12 August 1870. 

- 1 ' i Esquire, advocate, Sheriff-Substitute of the county of Dumbarton, having 

considered the foregoing petition and certificate, and declaration of the said John Mailley, 
presently residing at Dumbarton, and having examined into the state of the health of the 
said John Mailley, Ann Gordon or Mailley, his wife, and Festus, Catherine, John, and 

Anne, 
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REMOVAL OF JOHN MAILLEY AND FAMILY. 

Anne, liis children, whom I have examined, find that the said John Mailley is of the 
reputed age of 60 years; that the said Ann Gordon or Mailley, his wife, is of the reputed 
age of 40 years; that the said children are of the reputed ages of— Festus 10 years 
Catherine six years, John four years, and Anue one year, respectively : find that the said’ 
John Mailley was born in Loughmore, Galway, Ireland, and that the said John Maiilev 
has not acquired and retained a settlement in Scotland ; find that the said persons would 
not suffer bodily or mental injury by being removed as herein ordered. Therefore I do 
hereby order John Mailley, who has become, and is now, actually chargeable to the parish 
of Dumbarton, to be removed with Ann Gordon or Mailley, his wife, and his children, 
Festus, Catherine, John, and Anne, and conveyed to, and delivered safely at, the workhouse 
at Galway, Ireland ; and I do order you, the said John M’Kay, inspector of poor, Dum- 
barton, to cause the said persons lo be so safely conveyed and delivered. 

(signed) W. C. Steele. 



No. 12. 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of Guardians of Galway Union. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 22 December 1870. 

Adverting to the Commissioners’ letter of the 12th September last, on the 
subject of the removal of Ann Mailley from Dumbarton, in Scotland, to Galway, 
the Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
desire to acquaint the Board of Guardians that they have received a file of cor- 
respondence, which has taken place between the Scotch Poor Law authorities, 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department, and his Excellency the Lord 
Lieutenant, in which the Parochial Board of Dumbarton complain of the conduct 
of the guardians of Galway Union in sending back the woman and her children, 
who had been removed to Ireland, under warrant of the sheriff of Dumbarton- 
shire, and in regard to whom the Commissioners had informed the Board of 
Guardians that the sending her back would be illegal. It appears also that the 
woman, at the time of her removal from Scotland, was in receipt of 3 s. a week 
outdoor relief. 

The Commissioners have felt constrained to bring the expenditure incurred, 
in sending the woman and her children back to Scotland, under the notice of 
the auditor. 

By order of the Commissioners, 

B. Banks , Chief Clerk. 

The Clerk, Galway Union. 



No. 13. 

Letter from the Commissioners to His Excellency the Lord Lieutenant. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
Sir, 19 December 1870. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ireland 
have the honour to acknowledge the receipt of the file of papers, containing the 
explanations made by the Poor Law authorities in Scotland in relation to the case 
of Ann Mailley and her four children, removed from Dumbarton to the work- 
house of Galway Union. . 

In returning these papers, for the opportunity of perusing which the Commis- 
sioners are much obliged, they wish to point out that the only new fact elicited 
is the important one that Ann Mailley was, at the time of her removal, m the 
receipt of 3 s. weekly as parochial relief, a fact which she appears to have con- 
cealed from the guardians of Galway Union in representing herself to have been 
maintaining her family by her own industry at Dumbarton when removed by 
force and conveyed to Ireland. „ , _ . . .. . , 

The other facts remain as represented in the letter of the Commissioners of 
the 12th' September last. ^ 



Printed image digitised by the University of Southampton Library Digitisation Unit 




CORRESPONDENCE RELATING TO THE 



That John Mailley was suffering from some form of mental derangement, there 
can be no doubt, as' he was twice taken on arrest by the police, for violent con- 
duct to the Dumbarton Workhouse, and not on his own application to be admitted 
as a pauper, and these arrests of the bead of the family appear to have become 
the groundwork for his removal as a pauper to Ireland. His subsequent escape 
from Belfast Workhouse is confirmatory of this view. 

It is not a usual course either in England or Ireland for the police to create 
the condition of pauperism in a family by taking their prisoners to a workhouse 
for maintenance and custody there. . 

• The conduct of the master of Belfast Workhouse, upon whom the Board ot 
Supervision cast the responsibility of Mailley’s escape from custody, is certainly 
open to observation ; but he was ignorant of Mailley’s infirmity of mind, and the 
Commissioners have recommended the Board of Guardians not to permit the 
master in future to let the workhouse he made a place of custody for persons 
passino- through Belfast under warrant of removal for some other part of Ireland. 

With regard to die legal effect of the man’s escape, the Commissioners reiterate 
their opinion that the officers in charge of the family were not justified in going 
on with the removal -of the family to Galway. The. Board of Supervision adopt 
a different view, and the guardians of Galway Union will have to consider what 
means of redress may exist, assuming the proceeding to have been illegal. 

On the other hand, the Galway Board were not justified in expending the poor 
rate in assisting the family to return to Dumbarton, and the Commissioners have 
brought the illegal expenditure under the notice of the auditor of the union 
accounts, who will, without doubt, disallow it, and charge the responsible parties 
with the expense of refunding the amount. 

The Commissioners cannot accept any share of . responsibility for the removal 
of this family to Galway instead of Clifden, which latter union, undoubtedly, 
contains the place of birth both of the husband and wife. It was easy for the 
removing authorities to have obtained this information from them or either of 
them ; for although there is no townland called Loughmore ( Anglice “ big lake”) 
either in Galway or Clifden Union, both of them well knew in what part of the 
county they were born, and the Parliamentary books recommended by the. Com- 
missioners to the attention of the Board of Supervision would have supplied all 
the additional information necessary to ascertain the proper union. 

If the question as to the proper union were put (as suggested to the Scotch 
removing authorities by the Board of Supervision) to the Irish Poor Law Com- 
missioners, they would have to ascertain it from one of the two published docu- 
ments referred to, and they really cannot see why reference should not be made 
directly to these books in Scotland rather than to them, reluctant as they admit 
themselves to be to give any assistance to the Scotch Parochial Boards in trans- 
ferring the burthen of maintaining their poor to the Poor Law Unions in 
Ireland. 

By order of the Commissioners, 



To T. H. Burke, Esq., &c., 
Dublin Castle. 



B. Banks, Chief Clerk. 



— No. 14. — 

Extract from' Minutes of Proceedings of the Board of Guardians, 

4 January 1871. 

Moved by Mr. J. W. Lynch, seconded by W. H. Halliday, and resolved — 

We earnestly request the Poor Law Commissioners will forward to this Board 
a copy of the correspondence which has taken place between the Scotch Poor 
Law Authorities, the Secretary of State for the Home Department, and his 
Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, referred to in the Commissioners’ letter of the 
22nd ultimo, relating to the removal of Anne Mailley and family from Dumbarton 
to this union. The Board makes this request the more particularly as the Com- 
missioners have drawn the attention of the auditor to the expenditure incurred 
iu sending the family back to Dumbarton, which the Board believe to have been 
justifiable under the circumstances. 
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— No. 15.— 

Letter from the Commissioners to the Board of G uardians. 

Poor Law Commission Office, Dublin, 
g- iri 12 January 1871. 

The Commissioners for Administering the Laws for Relief of the Poor in Ire- 
land have had before them the minutes of proceedings of the Board of Guardians 
of the Galway Union on the 4th instant, and in compliance with the guardians 
request, they forward herewith a copy of the correspondence which has taken 
nlace between the Board of Supervision, the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, and his Excellency the Lord Lieutenant, to which reference was 
made in the Commissioners’ letter of the 22nd ultimo, relating to the removal ot 
4 ‘ Anne Maillev ” and her children from Dumbarton to Galway. 

If the guardians of the Galway Union had not proceeded in an illegal way, by 
furnishing the woman in question with funds for the purpose of returning o 
Scodandfthe Commissioners would have been in a pos.tmn o recommend legal 
proceedings against the removing authorities, on the grounds set forth in t e 
correspondence. By ^ fec . 

(signed) B. Banks, 

To the Clerk, Galway Union. Chlef CIerk ' 



— No. 16. — 

Letter from the Home Office to His Excellency the Lori Lieutenant. 
(Referred to the Commissioners from the Chief Secretary s Office.) 

Whitehall, 17 January 1871. 

iu™c to your letter of the 
barton StS Worise, 

tenantf a Ifopy of^farther commuidcaTimTon the subject which has been received 

from the Scotch Board of Supervision. j aln> {, c 

o (cioTiedt ,4 . F. 0. Liddell. 

To the Under Secretary, &p., tsigneuj 

Dublin Castle, &c. 



— No. 17.— 

Letter from the Board of Sapervision enclosed in foregoing. 

Board of Supervision, Edinburgh, 

13 January 1871. 

I to acknowledge the 

L c “ from D " m ' 

directed to convey the thanks letter of the 19th 
So° Inrto\rtha f titdo«tt P appearto the Board that any further remarks 

their opinion as to the lega L^thinkino- that the best practical course in these 
question determined in a court of law. 

I am, sc. 

„ , „ (aimed) John blceiton, 

To the Hon. A. F. 0. Liddell, (81gne > Secretary. 

Home Office. 
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Irish 



. REMOVAL (JOHN MALLEY). 



COPY of all Correspondence between the Board 
of Guardians of the Galway Union, Ireland, the 
Poor Law Commissioners, Ireland, the Board 
of Supervision, Scotland, and the Authorities 
of the Dumbarton Board of Guardians, Scotland, 
on the Subject of the Removal at John Malley 



(Mr. Gregory.) 



Ordered, by 



5 June .871.°"*’ 






Under 2 os. 
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